REMARKS 

Prior to the examination of the recently filed RCE, mailed November 27, 2005, in this 
application, applicants respectfully request that the above amendments be entered. 

Applicants appreciate the brief remarks made by the Examiner in an Advisory Action 
dated October 17, 2005 ("Advisory Action"). The Advisory Action stated that the "request for 
reconsideration has been considered but does NOT place the application in condition for 
allowance." Applicants respectfully disagree and believe that the claims as previously presented 
are allowable for the reasons set forth in the response to the previously issued final Office Action 
in this application, mailed September 25, 2005 (hereinafter "Response"). However, after further 
consideration, in order to advance the prosecution of this application, applicants have amended 
independent Claims 1 and 25 to further clarify the claim language. The following comments 
respond to the brief remarks included in the Advisory Action. 

The Advisory Action remarked that Jones (U.S. Patent No. 6,654,036 Bl) "teaches a 
selection of graphical component" (emphasis original). Advisory Action, page 2. The 
Advisory Action additionally indicated that Jones "teaches determining a destination location 
to which the graphical component is moved" (emphasis original). Advisory Action, page 2. 
Amended Claim 1 recites, inter alia, "movin g, in a single step, said graphical component from 
the current location of the graphical component to said destination location." (Emphasis added.) 
As discussed in the Response, pages 6-9, with respect to Claims 1 and 25, Jones does not teach 
or suggest moving a graphical component to a destination location in a single step . To the 
contrary, Jones teaches away from moving the graphical component in a single step by stating 
that a window is moved incrementally . Jones, Col. 5, lines 20-32. 

As also discussed in the Response with respect to Claims 1 and 25 (pages 6-9), Jones 
does not teach or suggest moving a graphical component to an open destination location. To the 
contrary, Jones teaches away from moving the graphical component to an open destination 
location by stating that a window is moved incrementally * overlapping windows are juxtaposed. 
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or the user's active window is moved to the foreground . Jones, Col. 5, lines 20-32. None of the 
above-mentioned manners of moving a window as disclosed by Jones teaches or suggests 
moving the graphical component to an open destination location. Therefore, it is respectfully 
submitted that amended independent Claim 1 is allowable for at least the reasons presented 
above. 

Amended independent Claim 25 recites, inter alia, "automatically movin g, in a single 
step, said window to said destination location on said display." (Emphasis added.) It is 
submitted that amended independent Claim 25 is allowable for at least the same reasons 
presented above with respect to amended independent Claim 1. 

The remaining claims, depending from independent Claims 1 and 25, are submitted to be 
allowable for at least the same reasons as presented above with respect to independent Claims 1 
and 25. 

If the Examiner has any questions, he is invited to contact applicants 1 attorney at the 
number set forth below. 



I hereby certify that this correspondence is being deposited with the U.S. Postal Service in a sealed envelope as first 
class mail with postage thereon fully prepaid and addressed to Mail Stop Amendment, Commissioner for Patents, 
P.O. Box 1450, Alexandria, VA 223 13-1450, on the below date. n 




/Gary S. Kindness 
Registrationfko. 22,178 
Direct Dial No. 206.695.1702 



Date: 
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